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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 5/27/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

• Applicant argues that the combination of Bacon et al, Valentine et al, and Fukushima 
et al fails to disclose or suggest (i) responsively activating an alert at the fixed 
wireless device of the registered location of the fixed wireless device does not match 
the current location of the fixed wireless device as recited in claim 1 , and (ii) alert 
logic arranged to invoke the alert mechanism so as to provide an alert at the 
wireless local loop hub in response to the determination that the current location of 
the wireless local loop hub does not match the registered location of the wireless 
local loop hub as recited in claim 22. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. Valentine teaches that it is well known 
in the art to responsively activate an alert at a wireless device if the registered 
location (i.e. registered coverage area) of the wireless device does not match the 
current location of the wireless device (CoL9:6-18, a fixed wireless device is mobile 
so it could be seen as a wireless device) . The alert notifies the user that changes 
must be made in order to continue utilizing the services of wireless device ( Col. 9:12- 
18) where the wireless device is registered to the terrestrially based mobile 
telecommunication system. Therefore, when the wireless device travels outside the 
registered location (a comparison is obviously made to determine if the current 
location matches the registered location) an alert notifies the user that they are 
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outside the registered location. Further, from Valentine, it is obvious that there exists 
an alert logic arranged to invoke the alert mechanism to provide the alert at the 
wireless local loop hub (i.e. wireless device) since an alert is sounded based on 
whether the wireless device is within a registered area or not ( Col.9;12-18 ). where 
Bacon further teaches that a wireless device may be a fixed wireless device 
( Col. 5:5-27. i.e. wireless local loop hub ). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1,4-6, 9, 22-23, and 28-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Bacon et al (US l^atent 6836644 B2) in view of Valentine (US 

Patent 6088589) and Fukushima et al (US Pub 2003/0073438 Al). 

Regarding Claims 1, 22, 28, and 36, Bacon teaches a method carried out at 

a fixed wireless device, the method comprising: comparing a registered location of 

the fixed wireless device to a current location of the fixed wireless device, wherein 

the registered location is stored at the fixed wireless device and comprises 

information indicating a customer premises where the fixed wireless device is 

located ( Col. 5:5-27) : however Bacon is silent on responsively activating an alert at 

the fixed wireless device if the registered location of the fixed wireless device does 

not match the current location of the fixed wireless device; after activating the alert. 
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at an interface of the fixed wireless device, receiving location information for 
changing the registered location stored at the fixed wireless device to match the 
current location of the fixed wireless device; and changing the registered location 
stored at the fixed wireless device to match the current location of the fixed wireless 
device. 

Valentine teaches that it is well known in the art to responsively activate an 
alert at a wireless device if the registered location of the wireless device does not 
match the current location of the wireless device (Col. 9:6-1 8. a fixed wireless device 
is mobile so it could be seen as a wireless device) . The alert notifies the user that 
changes must be made in order to continue utilizing the services of wireless device 
(Col.9:12-18) . 

Fukushima further teaches that when a computer is moved from one region to 
another it can update its own position information in the memory so as to conform to 
the radio communication standard of the region where the position indicated by the 
position information belongs ( Par.46 ). To the examiner a fixed wireless device is a 
computer and when the computer moves from one region to another it would be 
obvious to combine Valentine with Fukushima to indicate to the user, via an alert, 
that a change must be made to continue utilizing the services associated with the 
computer. 

To one of ordinary skill in the art, it would have been obvious to modify Bacon 
with Valentine and Fukushima such that, an alert is responsively activated at the 
fixed wireless device if the registered location of the fixed wireless device does not 
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match the current location of the fixed wireless device; after activating the alert, at an 
interface of the fixed wireless device, receiving location information for changing the 
registered location stored at the fixed wireless device to match the current location of 
the fixed wireless device; and changing the registered location stored at the fixed 
wireless device to match the current location of the fixed wireless device, to provide 
a method of notifying a user that a change must be made in order to continue 
utilizing services of the fixed wireless device so that services are not terminated due 
to moving outside of a registered location area. 

With further regards to Claim 37, from Bacon and Valentine, if the current 
location matches the registered location, then there is no action taken, i.e. no alert. 

Regarding Claims 4-6, 9, and 29-33, the examiner takes Official Notice that 
it is very well known in the art that an alert may be audible, or visual light emitted by 
a light emitting diode, or message type visible on a display. 

Regarding Claim 23 and 34, the examiner takes Official Notice that it is 
very well known in the art that wireless devices display messages on a liquid crystal 
display. 

Regarding Claim 35, Bacon further teaches that the customer premises 
includes an alternating current outlet and customer premise equipment connectable 
to the fixed wireless device, and wherein the fixed wireless device receives power 
from the alternating current outlet (Fig.1) . 

Conclusion 
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THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 11 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wesley L. Kim whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7867. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00am-5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Eng can be reached on 571-272-7495. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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